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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 03/01/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Examiner's response: 

2. Examiner has carefully read the arguments on Pages 1 8-22 of response filed 03/01/2006 
and the main argument is transmitting image data stored in a detachable storage medium. 
Claims 1-29 and 63 recite the newly recited limitation detachable storage medium, so new 
grounds of rejection will be applied to these claims. Claims 30-62 do not recite detachable 
storage medium. Therefore in response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show 
certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relics 
(i.e., detachable storage medium) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims 
are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the 
claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 R2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). Previous 
grounds of rejection for claims 30- 62 would be maintained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
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4. Claims 1, 3 ? 4, 14 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Ichihara 
(US Patent # 6,977,680). 

[Claim 1] 

Ichihara teaches an image data transmitting device (figures 3 and 4, camera 30), comprising: a 
communication device (communication apparatus 35) that transmits a subject main image data 
stored in a detachable storage medium to an external apparatus (hard disk 41, col. 5 lines 38-41, 
col. 1 lines 25-28); and an information processing device that deletes the subject main image data 
stored in the storage medium after the communication device transmits the subject main image 
data, and that keeps reduced image data of the main image data stored in the storage medium 
after the subject main image data is deleted (col. 5 lines 45-49, col. 5 line 66-coI. 6 line 22). 
[Claim 3] 

Ichihara teaches a CPU 30 that controls the data and the whole process when the camera is 
connected to a PC (col. 5 lines 24-30). 
[Claim 4] 

Ichihara teaches transmitting images automatically to an external device (col. 5 lines 45-49). 
[Claim 14] 

Ichihara teaches an imaging device (figure 3, CCD 32) that captures the main image data, wherein 
the main image data is stored in the storage medium (flash memory 36). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ichihara (US 
Patent # 6,977,680) in view of Nanba (US Patent # 6,297,870). 

[Claim 2] 

Ichihara fails to teach a user setting erasure setting for the images. However Nanba teaches a 
delete key D for deleting the images recorded in the memory card 8 (col. 3 lines 43-46, figure 1). 
It would be obvious to one skilled in the art that a delete key may be pressed at any time by a 
user e.g. after the communication device transmits the main image data to the external apparatus. 

Therefore taking the combined teachings of Ichihara and Nanba, it would be 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have been motivated to have user 
setting erasure setting for the images in order to delete the images according to the user's 
commands. 

7. Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ichihara 
(US Patent # 6,977,680) in view of Tamura (JP Patent # 09-37125). 

[Claims 5 and 6] 

Ichihara fails to teach wherein the information-processing device adds an indicator indicating that 
the main image data has been transmitted to a file name of a file of the main image data 
transmitted. However Tamura teaches wherein the information processing device adds an 
indicator indicating that the main image data has been transmitted to a file name of a file of the 
main image data transmitted (Paragraph 23). Therefore taking the combined teachings of Ichihara 
and Tamura, it would be obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have been 
motivated to have added an indicator indicating that the main image data has been transmitted to a 
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file name of a file of the main image data transmitted in order for the user to easily distinguish the 
transmitted files. 

8. Claims 7-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ichihara (US 
Patent # 6,977,680), Tamura (JP Patent # 09-37125) and in further view of Tomat et al. (US 
Patent # 6,784,925). 
[Claims 7, 10 and 11] 

Ichihara in view of Tamura teaches the limitations of claim 6 but fails to teach "further 
comprising a first displaying device that displays a reduced image with at least one of 
information that the main image data has been transmitted, and information indicating the 
external apparatus and an information processing device that adds the information that the main 
image data has been transmitted, and information indicating the external apparatus". However 
Tomat et al. teaches that a displaying device (figure 22, element 190) that displays thumbnail 
images (192) along with information like an acquired icon 224 (figure 24) which indicates the 
type of the device from where the information can be downloaded and that the main image (col. 
15 lines 66-67, col 16 lines 1-10) and numeral 212 (figure 23) that indicates that indicates which 
photogroup the picture belongs to. In other words, whether the main image has been transmitted 
from the camera or any other external device. The PC or camera inherently have a CPU which 
adds the icons (224 and 212) associated with the thumbnail images 192. Therefore taking the 
combined teachings of Ichihara, Tamura and Tomat et al., it would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have a first displaying device that displays a 
reduced image with at least one of information that the main image data has been transmitted, 
and information indicating the external apparatus and an information processing device that adds 
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the information that the main image data has been transmitted, and information indicating the 
external apparatus. The benefit of doing so would be so that the user can easily verify the source 
of the images and auto-correct the images by looking at the icons associated with the thumbnail 
images. 
[Claim 8] 

Ichihara in view of Tamura teaches the limitations of claim 6 but fails to teach "a third setting 
device with which the user sets reception of the main image data according to the reduced image 
data stored in the storage medium, wherein the communication device receives the main image 
data from the external apparatus and stores the main image data in the storage medium". 
However Tomat et a!, teaches that a displaying device (figure 22, element 190) that displays 
thumbnail images (in area 192) that is selected and will cause a full-resolution image associated 
with it to be copied to the storage device (col. 16 lines 1 1-20) after downloading from the digital 
camera in order to view the main image corresponding to the thumbnail image. Therefore taking 
the combined teachings of Ichihara, Tamura and Tomat et al., it would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have a first displaying device that displays a 
reduced image and a setting device with which the user sets reception of the main image data 
according to the reduced image data stored in the storage medium, wherein the communication 
device receives the main image data from the external apparatus and stores the main image data 
in the storage medium The benefit of doing so would be so that the user can easily manipulate 
images and view them based on the thumbnail images. 
[Claim 9] 
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Tomat teaches that after the full resolution file is moved to a storage device (along with 
associated information) the corresponding photogroup is deleted from the camera so that the 
CPU replaces the previous information that the main image has been transmitted (col. 16 lines 
11-27). 

9. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ichihara (US 
Patent # 6,977,680) in view of Allen et al. (US Patent # 5,737,491). 
[Claim 12] 

Ichihara teaches the limitations of claim 1 but fails to teach "a fourth setting device with which 
the user sets transmission of the main image data stored in the storage medium to the external 
apparatus, wherein the information processing device produces a transmission information Sic 
that shows information set with the fourth setting device, and the communication device 
transmits the main image data stored in the storage medium to the external apparatus according 
to the information shown in the transmission information file". However Allen et al. teaches an 
image file being appended to the digitized voice command header and transmitted to the image 
fulfillment server where it is compared and decoded based on the appended voice file (col. 5 
lines 6-17) in order to decode the image file. Therefore taking the combined teachings of 
Ichihara and Allen, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to have been motivated to have a device with which the user sets transmission of the 
main image data stored in the storage medium to the external apparatus, wherein the information 
processing device produces a transmission information file that shows information set with the 
setting device, and the communication device transmits the main image data stored in the storage 
medium to the external apparatus according to the information shown in the transmission 
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information file. The benefit of doing so would be to have the image file decoded by the external 
apparatus according to the transmission file generated by the transmission device. 

10. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ichihara (US 
Patent # 6,977,680) in view of Oie (US Patent # 6,188,431). 

[Claim 13] 

Ichihara teaches the limitations of claim 1 but fails to teach "a second displaying device that 
displays a message that the main image data is being transmitted while the communication 
device is transmitting the main image data to the external apparatus". However Oie teaches that 
during image transmission the message "WAIT" indicating that the image data is currently being 
transferred appears on the LCD (col. 6 lines 25-36) in order to inform the user that the file is 
being transmitted. Therefore taking the combined teachings of Ichihara and Oie, it would have 
been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have been motivated to have 
a second displaying device that displays a message that the main image data is being transmitted 
while the communication device is transmitting the main image data to the external apparatus. 
The benefit of doing so would be so that the user can know if the file has been transmitted 
successfully. 

11. Claims 15-21 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ichihara (US Patent # 6,977,680) in view of Niikawa et al. (US PG-PUB # 2002/0101440). 
[Claims 15 and 16] 

Ichihara teaches the limitations of claim 1 but fails to teach "wherein the reduced image data is 
produced simultaneously with production and deletion of main image data". However Niikawa 
teaches the generation of thumbnail image data and main image data in a single file, which must 
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be generated or deleted simultaneously in order to conform to the EXIF standard (Paragraph 41 
and figure 3). Therefore taking the combined teachings of Ichihara and Niikawa, it would have 
been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have the reduced image data 
be produced simultaneously with production of main image data in order to conform with EXIF 
standard. The benefit of doing so would be to store both the low-resolution and high-resolution 
data together in an EXIF file format. 
[Claims 17-21,29] 

These claims are similar to claims 2-6, 14. Therefore they have been analyzed and rejected based 
upon claims 2-6, 14. 

1 2. Claims 22-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ichihara 
(US Patent # 6,977,680) and Niikawa et al. (US PG-PUB # 2002/0101440) and in further view of 
Tomat et al. (US Patent # 6,784,925). 

[Claims 22-26] 

These claims are similar to claims 7-11. Therefore they have been analyzed and rejected based 
upon claims 7-11. 

13. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ichihara (US 
Patent # 6,977,680) and Niikawa et al. (US PG-PUB # 2002/0101440) and in further view of 
Allen et al. (US Patent # 5,737,491). 

[Claim 27] 

This claim is similar to claim 12. Therefore it has been analyzed and rejected based upon claim 
12. 
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14. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ichihara (US 
Patent # 6,977,680) andNiikawa et al. (US PG-PUB # 2002/0101440) and in further view of Oie 
(US Patent # 6,784,925). 

[Claim 28] 

This claim is similar to claim 13. Therefore it has been analyzed and rejected based upon claim 
13. 

15. Claim 63 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ichihara (US 
Patent # 6,977,680) in view of Shiohara (US Patent # 6,618,553). 

[Claim 63] 

Ichihara teaches an image data processing device (figures 3 and 4, camera 30), a transmission 
device (communication apparatus 35) that transmits at least said basic image data to an external 
storage device (hard disk 41, col. 5 lines 38-41). 

Ichihara teaches generating thumbnail data in the external device but fails to teach a 
processing device that generates thumbnail data in a digital camera and a control device that 
controls said processing device. However Shiohara teaches a digital camera (figure 1, element 
100) that has a processing device (signal processing section 7) that generates a thumbnail image 
(col. 4 lines 15-30) and a control section 4 for controlling the operation of the signal processing 
section 7 (col. 4 lines 8-13). 

Therefore taking the combined teachings of Ichihara and Shiohara, it would be obvious to 
one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have been motivated to have a processing 
device that generates thumbnail data in a digital camera and a control device that controls said 
processing device as taught in Shiohara to be implemented into the system of Ichihara in order to 
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simplify the operation of the external device and to reduce the overhead time required to transmit 
the thumbnail image data form the external device to the digital camera thereby freeing up the 
bandwidth for transmitting the next image. 

16. Claims 30-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yamagata 
(US Patent # 6,263,106) in view of Nanba (US Patent # 6,297,870). 
[Claim 30] 

Yamagata teaches an image transmitting method comprising an image pickup device (figure 2, 
CCD 28) that outputs an image signal output by the CCD 28 is processed by a signal processing 
circuit 33, and is then converted to a digital image signal by means of an analog-digital (A/D) 
converter 34, stored in a image data memory 35 as digital image data. Yamagata also leaches that 
a predetermined processing is applied to the image data stored in the image data memory 35 
when the image data is transferred to the IC memory card M by an image data processing circuit 
36 through an IC Memory card control circuit 41 (col. 4 lines 44-56). Yamagata further teaches in 
figures 10 and 1 1 a video card data compression mode wherein at step SI 63, a selected file (main 
image data) that has been already transmitted therein is read out of IC memory card M, is stored in 
the image data memory 35 is compressed at step SI 65 and stored as compressed image data 
(reduced image data) (col. 1 1 lines 39-65, figure 11). Then at step SI 66, the selected image file 
(main image data) is deleted and stored in the IC memory card M, since the newly compressed 
image data will be stored. Finally at step SI 67, the newly compressed file stored in the image 
memory 35 is transferred to the IC memory card M to be stored therein (col. 1 1 line 65-col. 12 
line 3). 
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Yamagata teaches transmitting data to an external memory card but fails to teach 
transmitting data to an external device. However Nanba teaches transmitting images to a memory 
card (steps S2-S9, figure 6) and if the memory card is not available or unable to record, the 
images are transferred to an external device (PC, steps S10-S16) in order to easily manage the 
photographed images and not to lose a photographing chance if the memory card is full. 

Therefore taking the combined teachings of Yamagata and Nanba, it would be obvious to 
one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have been motivated to have transmitted 
images to an external device (PC) instead of a memory card incorporated in the system of 
Yamagata as taught by Nanba in order to easily manage the photographed images and not to lose a 
photographing chance if the memory card is full. 
[Claim 31] 

Nanba teaches a delete key D for deleting the images recorded in the memory card 8 (col. 3 lines 
43-46, figure 1). It would be obvious to one skilled in the art that a delete key may be pressed at 
any time by a user e.g. after the communication device transmits the main image data to the 
external apparatus. 
[Claim 32] 

Nanba teaches a CPU 21 1 that controls the data and the whole process when the camera is 
connected to a PC (col. 6 lines 20-30). 
[Claim 33] 

Nanba teaches transmitting images to a memory card (steps S2-S9, figure 6) and if the memory 
card is not available or unable to record, the images are transferred to automatically to an external 
device (PC, steps S10-S16). 
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17. Claims 34 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamagata (US Patent # 6,263,106), Nanba (US Patent # 6,297,870) and further in view of 
Tamura (JP Patent # 09-37125). 

[Claims 34 and 38] 

Yamagata in view of Nanba fails to teach wherein the information-processing device adds an 
indicator indicating that the main image data has been transmitted to a file name of a file of the 
main image data transmitted. However Yamagata teaches wherein the information processing 
device adds an indicator indicating that the main image data has been transmitted to a file name of 
a file of the main image data transmitted (Paragraph 23). Therefore taking the combined teachings 
of Yamagata, Nanba and Yamagata, it would be obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to have been motivated to have added an indicator indicating that the main image data 
has been transmitted to a file name of a file of the main image data transmitted in order for the 
user to easily distinguish the transmitted files. 

18. Claims 35-37, 39-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamagata (US Patent # 6,263,106), Nanba (US Patent # 6,297,870), Tamura (JP Patent # 09- 
37125) and in further view of Tomat et al. (US Patent # 6,784,925). 

[Claims 35, 42 and 43] 

Yamagata, Nanba in view of Tamura teaches the limitations of claim 38 but fails to teach 
"further comprising a first displaying device that displays a reduced image with at least one of 
information that the main image data has been transmitted, and information indicating the 
external apparatus and an information processing device that adds the information that the main 
image data has been transmitted, and information indicating the external apparatus". However 
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Tomat et al. teaches that a displaying device (figure 22, element 190) that displays thumbnail 
images (192) along with information like an acquired icon 224 (figure 24) which indicates the 
type of the device from where the information can be downloaded and that the main image (col. 
15 lines 66-67, col. 16 lines 1-10) and numeral 212 (figure 23) that indicates that indicates which 
photogroup the picture belongs to. In other words, whether the main image has been transmitted 
from the camera or any other external device. The PC or camera inherently have a CPU which 
adds the icons (224 and 212) associated with the thumbnail images 192. Therefore taking the 
combined teachings of Yamagata, Nanba, Tamura and Tomat et al., it would have been obvious 
to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have a first displaying device that displays 
a reduced image with at least one of information that the main image data has been transmitted, 
and information indicating the external apparatus and an information processing device that adds 
the information that the main image data has been transmitted, and information indicating the 
external apparatus. The benefit of doing so would be so that the user can easily verify the source 
of the images and auto-correct the images by looking at the icons associated with the thumbnail 
images. 
[Claim 36] 

Yamagata, Nanba in view of Tamura teaches the limitations of claim 38 but fails to teach "a third 
setting device with which the user sets reception of the main image data according to the reduced 
image data stored in the storage medium, wherein the communication device receives the main 
image data from the external apparatus and stores the main image data in the storage medium". 
However Tomat et al. teaches that a displaying device (figure 22, element 190) that displays 
thumbnail images (in area 192) that is selected and will cause a full-resolution image associated 
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with it to be copied to the storage device (col. 16 lines 1 1-20) after downloading from the digital 
camera in order to view the main image corresponding to the thumbnail image. Therefore taking 
the combined teachings of Yamagata, Nanba, Tamura and Tomat et aL, it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have a first displaying device that 
displays a reduced image and a setting device with which the user sets reception of the main 
image data according to the reduced image data stored in the storage medium, wherein the 
communication device receives the main image data from the external apparatus and stores the 
main image data in the storage medium. The benefit of doing so would be so that the user can 
easily manipulate images and view them based on the thumbnail images. 

rC1aim4n 

L " "J 

Tomat teaches that after the full resolution file is moved to a storage device (along with 
associated information) the corresponding photogroup is deleted from the camera so that the 
CPU replaces the previous information that the main image has been transmitted (col. 16 lines 
11-27). 

19. Claim 44 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yamagata (US 
Patent # 6,263,106) in view of Nanba (US Patent # 6,297,870) and in further view of Allen et al. 
(US Patent #5,737,491). 
[Claim 44] 

Yamagata in view of Nanba teaches the limitations of claim 30 but fails to teach "a fourth setting 
device with which the user sets transmission of the main image data stored in the storage 
medium to the external apparatus, wherein the information processing device produces a 
transmission information file that shows information set with the fourth setting device, and the 
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communication device transmits the main image data stored in the storage medium to the 
external apparatus according to the information shown in the transmission information file". 
However Allen et al. teaches an image file being appended to the digitized voice command 
header and transmitted to the image fulfillment server where it is compared and decoded based 
on the appended voice file (col. 5 lines 6-17) in order to decode the image file. Therefore taking 
the combined teachings of Yamagata, Nanba and Allen, it would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have been motivated to have a device with which 
the user sets transmission of the main image data stored in the storage medium to the external 
apparatus, wherein the information processing device produces a transmission information file 
that shows information set with the setting device, and the communication device transmits the 
main image data stored in the storage medium to the external apparatus according to the 
information shown in the transmission information file. The benefit of doing so would be to have 
the image file decoded by the external apparatus according to the transmission file generated by 
the transmission device. 

20. Claim 45 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yamagata (US 
Patent # 6,263,106) in view of Nanba (US Patent # 6,297,870) and in further view of Oie (US 
Patent #6,188,431). 
[Claim 45] 

Yamagata in view of Nanba teaches the limitations of claim 30 but fails to teach "a second 
displaying device that displays a message that the main image data is being transmitted while the 
communication device is transmitting the main image data to the external apparatus". However 
Oie teaches that during image transmission the message "WAIT" indicating that the image data 
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is currently being transferred appears on the LCD (col. 6 lines 25-36) in order to inform the user 
that the file is being transmitted. Therefore taking the combined teachings of Yamagata, Nanba 
and Oie, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have 
been motivated to have a second displaying device that displays a message that the main image 
data is being transmitted while the communication device is transmitting the main image data to 
the external apparatus. The benefit of doing so would be so that the user can know if the file has 
been transmitted successfully. 

21. Claims 46-51 and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamagata (US Patent # 6,263,106) in view of Nanba (US Patent # 6,297,870) and in further view 
of Niikawa et al. (US PG-PUB # 2002/0101440). 
[Claims 46-51] 

Yamagata in view of Nanba teaches the limitations of claim 30 but fails to teach "wherein the 
reduced image data is produced simultaneously with production and deletion of main image 
data". However Niikawa teaches the generation of thumbnail image data and main image data in 
a single file, which must be generated or deleted simultaneously in order to conform to the EXIF 
standard (Paragraph 41 and figure 3). Therefore taking the combined teachings of Yamagata, 
Nanba and Niikawa, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to have the reduced image data be produced simultaneously with production of main 
image data in order to conform with EXIF standard. The benefit of doing so would be to store 
both the low-resolution and high-resolution data together in an EXIF file format. Also See claim 
rejections for claims 30-33, 34 and 38. 
[Claim 55] 
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This claim is similar to claim 38. Therefore it has been analyzed and rejected based upon claim 
38. 

22. Claims 52-54 and 56-60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamagata (US Patent # 6,263,106) in view of Nanba (US Patent # 6,297,870) and Niikawa et al. 
(US PG-PUB # 2002/0101440) and in further view of Tomat et al. (US Patent # 6,784,925). 
[Claims 52-54] 

These claims are similar to claims 35-37, 39-43 respectively. Therefore they have been analyzed 
and rejected based upon claims 35-37, 39-43. 
[Claims 56-60] 

These claims are similar to claims 39-43. Therefore Ihey have been analyzed and rejected based 
upon claims 39-43. 

23. Claim 61 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yamagata (US 
Patent # 6,263,106) in view of Nanba (US Patent # 6,297,870) and Niikawa et al. (US PG-PUB # 
2002/0101440) and in further view of Allen et al. (US Patent # 5,737,491). 

[Claim 61] 

This claim is similar to claim 44. Therefore it has been analyzed and rejected based upon claim 
44. 

24. Claim 62 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yamagata (US 
Patent # 6,263,106) in view of Nanba (US Patent # 6,297,870) and Niikawa et al. (US PG-PUB # 
2002/0101440) and in further view of Oie (US Patent # 6,784,925). 

[Claim 62] 
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This claim is similar to claim 45. Therefore it has been analyzed and rejected based upon claim 
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